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this time and congratulate the chair-
man of the committee, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. NEY) and his ranking 
member and the leadership on both 
sides for coming together on this fund-
ing resolution. 

I could take Members back 12, 14 
years ago when this committee funding 
resolution every year was a brawl. Hav-
ing sat on the Committee on House Ad-
ministration with some of my col-
leagues, there were times when the ma-
jority was getting 82 percent of the 
budget, sometimes 78 percent of the 
budget, and I always believed that it 
was fair for the minority to get at least 
one-third of the resources. It has really 
been a long struggle in bringing that 
about. I thought that when we were in 
the minority, I believed the same since 
we have been in the majority, and over 
these years I think we have accom-
plished an awful lot in terms of funding 
committees at a reasonable level, 
bringing comity and stability to the 
House. 

I just want to say to my two col-
leagues who brought this resolution to 
the floor today that they deserve the 
congratulations of all of the Members 
and the leadership on both sides as 
well. 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

I do not believe that I have any fur-
ther speakers on this issue, but I did 
forget to mention the franking issue, 
and I agreed with that amendment. 
What we did is we changed the rules. 
We did not clarify the rules, but we 
changed the rules. Previously, com-
mittee mailings were not covered by 
the same regulations that apply to in-
dividual Members. This was the case in 
the 108th and the previous Congress. 
This rule change will treat committee 
mailings the same as individual mail-
ings with respect to the blackout and 
the preapproval. 

So we have I think made a change in 
the rules that, as I said, I agreed with 
is good, and all the chairs of the com-
mittees and the ranking members 
agreed with the change.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I strongly support the House Com-
mittee Funding Resolution for the 109th Con-
gress as approved by the House Administra-
tion Committee on Thursday, April 21, 2005. 
This Resolution assures that the Minority will 
be treated fairly in regard to both committee 
budgets and staff. It abides by the 2/3–1/3 
principle in which the Minority receives 1/3 of 
the staff, 1/3 of the budget, and control over 
that budget. It is my understanding that every 
Chair and Ranking Member in the House have 
come to an agreement on their individual 
budgets, and all treat the Minority in a fair and 
respectful way. I commend Chairman NEY and 
Ranking Member MILLENDER-MCDONALD for 
their hard work on this Resolution. 

During Markup of the Committee Funding 
Resolution, Congresswoman MILLENDER-
MCDONALD offered an amendment regarding 
House Committee’s use of the Frank. Under 
this amendment, Committees will be limited to 
a $5,000 franking budget per year, and Com-
mittees will need to abide by, and receive ap-

proval from, the House Franking Commission 
for any mass mailings. This is an important 
proposal that I strongly support. This amend-
ment assures that House Committees will only 
use the Frank for official purposes, and stem 
the questionable franking practices that devel-
oped at the end of the 108th Congress. 

Finally, I must comment on the controversy 
surrounding the budget of the Resources 
Committee during the 108th Congress. 

My colleague Chairman NEY was elected to 
Congress in 1994, the same year as me. As 
you will recall, 1994 was the year that the Re-
publicans took control of Congress for the first 
time in 40 years. 

Led by Newt Gingrich, the incoming mem-
bers of the House promoted the Contract with 
America. The Contract promised that under 
Republican rule, the House would pass a 
number of resolutions and bills within the first 
100 days of the 104th Congress. 

One of the promises made by the Repub-
licans was to pass a resolution on the first day 
of the 104th Congress that would provide for 
the selection of a major, independent auditing 
firm to conduct a comprehensive audit of Con-
gress for waste, fraud or abuse. Republicans 
were concerned that tax dollars were being 
misspent by the House of Representatives. 
Chairman NEY signed the Contract with Amer-
ica, and I can only assume that he supported 
this provision. 

It seems odd to me now that a little over 10 
years later, my friend BOB NEY and his Repub-
lican colleagues do not seem to have the 
same zeal for investigating waste, fraud and 
abuse here in the House. 

During the Committee Funding Resolution 
hearings in March, I posed several questions 
about the budget and policies of the Re-
sources Committee during the 108th Congress 
to Resources Committee Chairman RICHARD 
POMBO. 

On October 6, 2004, The Hill reported that 
Chairman POMBO planned to close the Re-
sources Committee for a month leading up to 
the November 2004 elections. It went on to 
state that the staff would receive a month of 
vacation time and Chairman POMBO’s spokes-
man stated on-the-record that some staff may 
choose to go and work on campaigns during 
their time off. 

During the hearing, I posed several ques-
tions about the vacation policy of the Re-
sources Committee to Chairman POMBO and 
gave him the opportunity to clear up the con-
fusion about the events leading up to the 2004 
elections. 

Chairman POMBO welcomed the opportunity 
to address the issue. He answered some of 
my questions at the hearing, and said he 
would need to get back to the Committee re-
garding others. 

In an effort to get to the bottom of this issue 
and clear up any confusion, I put my ques-
tions in writing for Chairman POMBO. The 
record, at the direction of Chairman NEY, was 
held open so Chairman POMBO could respond 
to the House Administration Committee within 
30 days. Chairman POMBO did respond to 
some, but not all, of my questions in writing on 
April 13, 2005.

Both Chairman NEY and representatives of 
Chairman POMBO have categorized these ordi-
nary and routine inquiries as something ex-
traordinary. Mr. POMBO’s spokesman has actu-
ally compared me to Senator Joseph McCar-
thy. While I find that comment to be a bit 

weird, I am prepared to state unequivocally 
that I do not believe Chairmen POMBO or NEY 
are communists! 

So the record is totally clear, I have in-
cluded in the Committee Report accom-
panying this resolution all of the correspond-
ence between myself, Chairman NEY and 
Chairman POMBO on this issue as well as the 
transcript of our discussion at the committee 
hearing. This report should be posted on the 
House Administration Committee Web site. I 
will also note that at this time, Chairman 
POMBO has still not answered all of my written 
questions. 

It is the job of the House Administration 
Committee to oversee all operations of the 
House of Representatives, including the ap-
proval of taxpayer-funded committee budgets. 
Under this Committee Funding Resolution, the 
Resources Committee will receive a 7.5 in-
crease in their operating budget in the 109th 
Congress. 

It is only appropriate that the House Admin-
istration Committee confirm that the money 
spent by the Resources Committee during the 
108th Congress was done so in a proper way. 
Chairman POMBO still has the ability to quickly 
clear up this confusion. I remain hopeful that 
Chairman POMBO will take the time to answer 
all the written questions in detail about the 
policies and practices of the Resources Com-
mittee to reassure that tax dollars are being 
spent in a legal, fair, and ethical manner. 
Chairman NEY, signers the Contract with 
America, and anyone else that believes in 
good government, should demand nothing 
less.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. NEY) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 224, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution, as amended, was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the sub-
ject of H. Res. 224, as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
f 

DISMISSING THE ELECTION CON-
TEST RELATING TO THE OFFICE 
OF REPRESENTATIVE FROM THE 
SIXTH CONGRESSIONAL DIS-
TRICT OF TENNESSEE 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a reso-
lution (H. Res. 239) dismissing the elec-
tion relating to the office of Represent-
ative from the Sixth Congressional Dis-
trict of Tennessee, and ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consider-
ation in the House. 
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